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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-M No0.41595 of 2015
Date of Decision: 23.12.2015

NARESH PAL AND ANOTHER
. . . Petitioners

Versus

STATE OF PUNJAB AND OTHERS

. .. Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HARI PAL VERMA

1.  Whether reporters of local newspapers may be allowed to see
judgment? Yes/No

2. To be referred to reporters or not? Yes/No

3. Whether the judgment should be reported in the Digest? Yes/No

Present. None for the petitioners.
Mr. Munish Bansal, DAG, Haryana.

Mr. Sunil Agnihotri, Advocate
for the respondents No.4 and 5.
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HARI PAL VERMA, J. (Oral)

Case called five times including two times after post
lunch session, but neither anybody is present on behalf of the
petitioners or petitioners in person nor the order dated 08.12.2015

has been complied with.
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Mr. Sunil Agnihotri, Advocate has put in appearance on
behalf of respondents No.4 and 5 and filed power of attorney,
which is taken on record.

Learned State counsel on instructions from Head
Constable Gurwinder Pal submits that statements of respondents
No.4 and 5 were recorded by the police wherein it was stated that
they have not extended any threats to the petitioners.

In view of above, present petition is dismissed for non-

compliance of the order dated 08.12.2015.

[ HARI PAL VERMA ]
JUDGE
23.12.2015
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